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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 4, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on May 1, 
2007 has been entered. 

Claims 5, 15-18, and 32-33 are cancelled. 

Claims 1,19 and 24 are amended. 

Claims 1-4, 6-14, 19-31, and 34-36 are pending and herein considered. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed March 21, 2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicant submits that one in skilled in the art would reasonably conclude that the 
Applicant had possession of a communication module comprising a delay timer and that 
the claims, drawings, and specification support such a claim. The Examiner respectfully 
disagrees with the Applicant's conclusion for a number of reasons. Firstly, the 
Examiner would like to draw attention to the claims, claims which have only recently 
been amended to include within the communication module the delay timer. Up until 
the most recent set of amendments submitted March 21, 2007, Applicant's independent 
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claims have always included a limitation wherein the communication module was 
"coupled" to a delay timer. At no point in the prosecution thus far, have the claims 
clearly expressed an intention to claim a communication module including a delay timer. 
Additionally, the Examiner cannot understand why each independent claim would need 
to include a limitation "isolating the communication module and the delay timer from the 
network" if it were in fact the case that the communication module included the delay 
timer. The fact that the Applicant found it necessary to specifically include both pieces 
suggests that they are in fact two separate pieces and that the communication module 
does not in fact encompass the delay timer 

Secondly, the Examiner would like to take this opportunity to discuss figure 1 with 
respect to the communication module and delay timer module. Looking exclusively at 
figure 1, there is no suggestion within the drawing that communication module 101 
encompasses delay timer module 103. As it is drawn, two distinct and separate boxes 
contain the two pieces, situated side by side and not within one another, as if to suggest 
their coupling or connection. Were it the Applicant's intention to include within the 
communication module and convey such an intention to one skilled in the art, he should 
have included the delay timer (103) box within the communication module (101) box to 
show that the delay timer was in fact just a part of the communication module and not a 
distinct and separate piece. The Examiner has re-examined each of the drawings 
submitted by the Applicant for any indication that the Applicant had meant to include the 
delay timer module within the communication module. Instead, she has come upon 
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Figure 4 wherein it is once again clear that the communication module (407) is distinct 
and separate from the delay timer module (416) although coupled in some way. 

Third, the Examiner is unable to find significant support within the specification 
that it was in fact the Applicant's intention to include the delay timer within the 
communication module. Applicant points to page 7, lines 29-31, which is in fact the only 
line within the reference that includes the words "communication module" "includes" and 
delay timer". However, in looking closer at this sentence the Examiner is unsure 
whether the communication module includes the communication port and a delay timer, 
or if the "includes" refers merely to the communication port. In order to clear up such an 
ambiguity, the Examiner has looked to the rest of the reference for some indication or 
support. However, nowhere else in the specification is any mention made of the 
communication module including the delay timer. In fact, numerous mentions are made 
of the communication module coupled to the delay timer, but none of them 'including'. 
Furthermore, Applicant's mention on age 8 lines 15-17 that "system 100 may be 
integrated into a single electronic device" fails to provide support for the communication 
module including the delay timer module. Although it provides support for all the pieces 
to be integrated into one physical device, there is no suggestion of including within the 
communication module the delay timer module, or any other module within one another. 

In view of the abovemade arguments, the Examiner has no choice but to 
maintain those objections and rejections set forth previously and included below. The 
Examiner welcomes the Applicant to point out those portions of the specification that 
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support the limitations in question so that she might reconsider the claims in light of the 
material currently lacking support. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

Claims 1-4, 6-14, 19-31, and 34-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) 
contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

Applicant's "isolating the delay timer" in claims 1,19, and 24 remains 
unsupported by the specification. 

Applicant's newest addition of "the communication module including a delay 
timer" to claims 1,19, and 24 is unsupported by the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office 
action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 
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Claims 1-4, 6-9, 11, 19, 21, 24, 25, 28, 30, 31, and 34-36 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Landwehr et a! (US Patent No 5,892,901). 

Regarding claim 1, Landwehr teaches a method for providing a secure operating 
environment for a network accessible system comprising accessing a delay timer 
operably coupled to a communication module, the delay timer including a delay time 
interval (coL5 lines 29-34); comparing the delay time interval to an activity associated 
with the system communication with the network (col. 3 lines 45-65) the activity being 
any communication between the system and the network (col.1 lines 50-51); and 
isolating the communication module from the network based on the comparison (col. 3 
lines 4-6; col. 3 lines 26-28; coi.4 lines 31-40) without terminating all power supplied to 
the communication module (col. 2 lines 13-16). 

Regarding claim 2, Landwehr teaches disabling the communication module if the 
communication module remains idle for a time period greater than the delay time 
interval (col. 3 lines 59-65). 

Regarding claim 3, Landwehr teaches the disabling includes reducing a power 
state associated with the communication module (col.2 line 65 thru col. 3 line 6). 

Regarding claim 4, Landwehr teaches detecting a user initiated request to 
access the network; altering the power state of the communication module; initializing 
the communication module to communicate with the network; and initializing the delay 
timer (col.3 lines 25-65). 
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Regarding claim 6, Landwehr teaches the isolating further comprises 
disconnecting a communication port associated with the communication module (col.4 
lines 30-34). 

Regarding claim 7, Landwehr teaches initializing the delay time in response to 
the system initiating communication with the network (col. 3 lines 32-38). 

Regarding claim 8, Landwehr teaches adjusting the delay time interval using a 
software interface associated with a delay timer (col.4 lines 49-57). 

Regarding claim 9, Landwehr teaches adjusting the delay time interval using a 
hardware interface associated with the delay timer (col.4 lines 49-57). 

Regarding claim 11, Landwehr teaches accessing a network location; 
Disabling the communication module upon the communication module being idle for a 
time period greater than the delay time interval; and enabling the communication 
module upon determining a request to access the network location (col. 3 lines 25-65). 

Claims 19 and 21 are substantially equivalent to claims 1 and 1 1 respectively, 
therefore claims 19 and 21 are rejected because of similar rationale. 

Regarding claim 24, Landwehr teaches a communication module operable to 
communicate information via the network (col. 2 lines 65 thru col. 3 line 6); a delay timer 
operably coupled to the communication module (col. 5 lines 29-34); and the delay timer 
including a delay time interval and operable to disable communication between the 
network and the communication module (col. 5 lines 29-34) without terminating all power 
to the communication module in response to a comparison of the delay time interval to 
any communication through the communication module (col.2 lines 13-16). 
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Regarding claim 25, Landwehr teaches a data bus coupled to the 
communication module and a processor; and the data bus operable to communicate 
information based on the delay time interval (col.2 line 61 thru col. 3 line 7; col. 3 lines 
59-65). 

Regarding claim 28, Landwehr teaches the delay time interval programmed via 
an interface associated with the delay timer (col. 5 lines 29-34). 

Regarding claim 30, Landwehr teaches a power state operably associated with 
the delay timer and the power state operable to provide power to the communication 
module (col. 3 lines 22-25). 

Regarding claim 31, Landwehr teaches a communication port communicatively 
coupling the communication module and the network; and the communication port 
operable based on the delay time interval (coL4 lines 30-34). 

Regarding claims 34-36, Landwehr teaches wherein the network implements a 
TCP/IP transport language protocol (col.2 line 61 thru col.3 line 7). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between 
the subject matter sought to be patented an the prior are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention 
. was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
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matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which 
the invention was made. 

Claims 10, 20, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Landwehr, and further in view of Namma et al (US Patent No 
6,185,615). 

Regarding claim 10, Landwehr teaches the method of claim 1 , but does not 
teach locating a reference within a memory associated with the delay timer, the 
reference operably associated with enabling the communication module; and removing 
the reference in response to the communication module being idle for a time period 
greater than the delay time interval. 

Namma does teach locating a reference within a memory associated with the 
delay timer, the reference operably associated with enabling the communication module 
(col. 6 lines 17-48); and removing the reference in response to the communication 
module being idle for a time period of greater than the delay time interval (col.6 lines 40- 
48). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine 
Landwehr's secure identification system with Mamma's teaching of removing data 
associated with communication connection in order to provide an improved method of 
disconnecting communication between client and servers (Namma col.1 lines 52-54; 
col.6 lines 1-9). 

Claim 20 is substantially equivalent to claim 10 and is rejected because of similar 
rationale. 



Application/Control Number: 09/737,679 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2137 

Regarding claim 27, Namma teaches a communication module reference 
operable to be stored within memory (col. 6 lines 18-22). 

Claims 12-14, 22, and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Landwehr, and further in view of Namma et al and Virtanen (US 
Patent No 6,249,681). 

Regarding claim 12, Landwehr teaches disabling the communication module 
upon the communication module remaining idle for a time period greater than the delay 
time interval (col. 3 lines 59-65), but does not teach storing a network reference operable 
to identify the network location; removing a communication module reference from a 
memory stack associated with the communication module, the communication module 
reference associated with enabling the communication module; and copying the 
communication module reference to the memory stick upon detecting a request by the 
system to access the network location. 

Namma teaches storing a network reference operable to identify the network 
location removing a communication module reference from a memory stack associated 
with the communication module, the communication module reference associated with 
enabling the communication module (col. 6 lines 17-48). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Lanwehr's secure identification system with 
Mamma's teaching of removing data associated with communication connection in order 
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to provide the improved method of disconnecting communication between clients and 
servers (Namma col.1 lines 52-54; col. 6 lines 1-9). 

Virtanen teaches storing a network reference operable to identify the network 
location (col.4 lines 21-43), disabling the communication module upon the 
communication module remaining idle for a time period greater than the delay time 
interval (col. 2 lines 42-51), and copying the communication module reference to the 
memory stack upon detecting a request by the system to access the network location 
(col. 5 lines 1-7), It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine Landwehr's secure identification system with Virtanen's teaching of re- 
establishing communication in order to provide an improved and more efficient method 
that re-establishes communication between the parties after communication has been 
disconnected, interrupted, or disabled (col. 3 lines 23-33; col. 3 lines 40-58). 

Regarding claim 13, Landwehr, Namma and Virtanen teach the method of claim 
12, in addition Virtanen teaches enabling the communication module and accessing the 
network location using the network reference (col. 5 lines 1-7). 

Regarding claim 14, Landwehr, Namma, and Virtanen teach the method of claim 
12, in addition Landwehr teaches initializing the delay timer upon detecting a user 
initiated request to access the network (col. 3 lines 32-37). 

Claims 22 and 23 are substantially equivalent to claims 12 and 13 respectively 
and are rejected because of similar rationale. 
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Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Landwehr, and further in view of Virtanen. 

Regarding claim 26, Landwehr teaches the device of claim 24, but does not 
teach a memory operable to store the delay time interval. Virtanen teaches a memory 
operable to store the delay timer interval (col.6 lines 38-40; col. 8 lines 54-62). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Landwehr's secure 
identification system with Virtanen's teaching of re-establishing communication in order 
to provide an improved and more efficient method that re-establishes communication 
between parties after communication has been disconnected, interrupted, or disabled 
(col.3 lines 23-33; coL3 lines 40-58). 

Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Landwehr, and further in view of Yoshiba (US Patent No 5,495,480). 

Regarding claim 29, Landwehr teaches the device of claim 28 but does not 
teach the delay time interval programmed using a delay time interval reference and a 
communication module reference. Yoshida teaches the delay time interval programmed 
using a delay time interval reference and a communication module reference (col.1 lines 
34-35; col.2 lines 21-41; col.3 lines 20-27; coL5 lines 10-43). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Landwehr's secure identification 
system with Yoshida's teachings of a disconnecting timer circuit in order to provide a 
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time dependent disconnecting circuit that is able to accommodate higher level 
applications (Yoshida col.1 lines 35-60). 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tamara Teslovich whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 4241. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be reached on (571) 272-3865. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call^OO-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Conclusion 





PRIMARY EXAMINER 



